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ABSTRACT 


A. Tulbaghia violacea Harv. is the legitimate name for T. cepacea L.f. Its taxonomic 
status is discussed. 

B. The correct name for Tulbaghia fragrans Verdoorn is Tulbaghia simmleri Beauv. 

C. Two new localities for Tulbaghia verdoornia Vosa & Burbidge have been found within 
40 km of the site of collection of the type specimen. 


UITTREKSEL 
NOTAS OOR TULBAGHIA: 2 


A. Tulbaghia violacea Harv. is die wettige naam vir T. cepacea L.f. Sy taksonomiese 
status word bespreek. 

B. Die korrekte naam vir Tulbaghia fragrans Verdoorn is Tulbaghia simmleri Beauv. 

C. Twee nuwe vindplekke vir Tulbaghia verdoornia Vosa & Burbidge is binne 40 km van 
die plek waar die tipe-eksemplaar versamel is, gevind. 


A. ON THE LEGITIMACY OF TULBAGHIA CEPACEA L.f. 


In my previous account on the taxonomy of the genus Tulbaghia (Vosa, 
1975), I considered that the rules of nomenclature should only be applied after the 
taxonomic facts had been established. 

In accordance with my views at the time, Linn. fil. could not reasonably be 
regarded as having included T. capensis L. into the circumscription of his new 
species, T. cepacea, and I upheld this latter name as legitimate. However, later 
studies and references to similar problems in other taxa and the opinions of my 
learned colleagues, have shown the difficulties of assessing the importance and 
meaning of such early presentations. In this case it is difficult to understand Linn. 
fil.’s decision of reducing T. capensis L. to a synonym of his new species, a 
decision which might be thought disrespectful to his father. He might have 
considered the name capensis inappropriate since both his new species, alliacea 
and cepacea also come from the Cape. It is also possible that he did not examine 
the specimens involved and that he relied on Linnaeus’s description which, in its 
broadest sense, can include both capensis and cepacea. 

Whatever the explanation, I have come to the conclusion that, in conformity 
with the current rules of nomenclature, Tulbaghia cepacea L.f. must be regarded 
as a superfluous name. 

Therefore, I propose to consider Tulbaghia violacea Harv., already treated as a 
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synonym of T. cepacea L.f. (Vosa, 1975), as the correct name for this latter 
entity. 

Field studies have shown that because of the extreme variability of the taxon in 
question throughout its range, between and within single populations, use of the 
size as a character, to divide the species into separate varieties (Burbidge, 1978) is 
unreliable. 

The typification of Tulbaghia violacea Harv. is as follows: 

Tulbaghia violacea Harvey in Bot. Mag. 64: 1.3555 (1837). Typification: De- 
scribed and illustrated from cultivated material in the Ludwigsburg Garden, Cape 
Town by Harvey, t.3555, iconotype. T. cepacea L.f., Suppl. Pl. 194 (1781), 
quoad descr. excl. syn., nom. illeg. 

Icon.: Harvey l.c.; Vosa in Annali Bot. (Roma) 34: 113-117, fig. 22 and 23; pl. 
XX, figs. 3, 4 and 5 (1975), incl. var. (as T. cepacea IL Ji) 


B. TULBAGHIA SIMMLERI BEAUV., THE CORRECT NAME FOR TULBAGHIA FRAGRANS 
VERDOORN 

In my cytotaxonomic revision of the genus Tulbaghia (Vosa, 1975) I men- 
tioned the absence of herbarium specimens of T. simmleri Beauv. Later research 
and enquiries have shown that this is not the case. The type material of 
T. simmleri, together with the drawings and sketches used for the general descrip- 
tion, exist and are kept in the Herbarium of the Conservatoire et Jardin Botanique 
of the University of Geneva (G) at Chambesy (Switzerland). The material, 
consisting of two sheets and drawings, have been lent to me through the courtesy 
of the Director, Prof. Dr J. Miége and are illustrated in Figs 1 and 2. 

The plant described by G. Beauverd, in Bull. Herb. Boissier 8: 988 (1908), 
was part of a parcel of bulbous plants sent to him by the Swiss missionary Henry 
A. Junod (see letter to Beauverd in Bull. Herb. Boissier 6: 503, 1906) and 
cultivated by the gardener Simmler in the greenhouses at La Pierriere near 
Geneva. H. A. Junod was then stationed at the Evangelist Mission at Shilouvane, 
25 km SE of Tzaneen (Northern Transvaal), which he established in 1899. He had 
a hut, which he called “‘Le Sanatorium’’, on the nearby mountain Mamotsuiri 
(Mamotseeri) where, with his family, he passed at least part of the hot summers 
away from the unhealthy low veld. There is no doubt that he collected T. simmleri 
on his way up the mountain or in the adjacent valleys. The locality is within the 
known range of T. fragrans and indeed I have collected plants of this species 
within 15 km of the Mission. 

Careful study of the type specimens has led to the conclusion that T. fragrans 
and T. simmleri are in fact the same species. The only area of disagreement may 
be found in the large stigma, as shown in the Beauverd illustration. An analysis of 
several specimens, both as living plants and as exsiccata, from all over the range, 
has left no doubt about the identity of the species. It is likely that the large stigma 
owes its origin not to a mistake, as was suspected at the beginning of this study, 
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Fic. 1. 
Sheet a. of the type specimens of Tulbaghia simmleri Beauv. Note the entire corona, with 
lobes about half its length in B, and the opened flower of Tulbaghia violacea Harv. (as T. 
cepacea L.f.) showing the three separate coronal lobes, drawn for comparison in G. 
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Fis. 2. 
Sheet b. of the type specimens of Tulbaghia simmleri Beauv. The primary sketch for the 
published drawing, shown in Fig. 1, has been made on the reverse of a calendar leaf for 
Friday 20 July 1906. 
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but to the fact that the drawing for the dissected flower was made on dry or 
partially dry material. Experiments have shown that under such conditions the 
stigma, especially if pollinated, will appear much larger than in fresh or not 
pollinated material. 

Burbidge (1978) believed T. cepacea L.f. (an illegitimate name) to be a 
synonym of T. simmleri Beauv. but this is incorrect. 

The typification of T. simmleri Beauv. is as follows: 
Tulbaghia simmleri Beauverd in Bull. Herb. Boissier 8: 988 (1908). Type: 
Transvaal, Shilouvane, leg. H. A. Junod; ex hortus G; specimens and drawings on 
two sheets prepared by G. Beauverd (G, holo!). 
Syn: T. pulchella Barnes, in S. Afr. Gard. 20: 185 (1930); non Ave-Lall. (1844). 
Type: Eastern Transvaal, mountains near Pilgrim Rest, (2430-DD) Knox-Davies 
(NBG 731/29, holo.). 
T. daviesii C. H. Grey, Hardy Bulbs, 2: 572 (1938), nom. nov. for T. pulchella 
Barnes. 
T. fragrans Verdoorn, Fl. Pl. S. Afr. 11: t.438 (1931). Type: Eastern 
Transvaal—(2430-DB): Dientje Farm, just N. of Bourke’s Luck, Celliers 8894 
(PRE, holo.). Icon.: Beauverd (l.c.) Fig. 2 p. 988. Barnes (l.c.) Fig. A (as T. 
pulchella). C. H. Grey (l.c.) Fig. 3 (as T. daviesii). Verdoorn (I.c.) Fig. 438 (as T. 
fragrans ). Vosa in Annali Bot. (Roma) 34: 91, pl. XI, Fig. 3; 93, Fig. 13 (as T. 
fragrans). 
Note: Tulbaghia simmleri sensu Burbidge (1978) = T. violacea Harv. 


C. NEw LOCALITIES FOR TULBAGHIA VERDOORNIA VOSA & BURBIDGE. 


Further distribution records for T. verdoornia Vosa & Burbidge are as follows: 

CAPE—3228 (Butterworth): In a recently burnt vlei, near the railway at 
Mpuluswa, 15 km NE of Butterworth (-AA), Vosa 1599 (OX), 7-10-77; on a 
tussocky, rocky hillside near the east side of the road from Idutywa, 60 km to 
Umtata (-AB), Vosa 1601 (OX), 7-10-77. 

These two collections are very important as they extend the range of the 
species. It was formerly known only as herbarium material collected in a single 
locality near Willowvale, between Mzolo School and Mendu, and as cultivated 
material without precise locality of collection. The two new localities are within 
40 km of the site of collection of the type material. 
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